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176 CHICAGO-KENT LAW REVIEW
ERRATA
The last sentence on page 18 and the following sentence on page 19 of
Volume 17 should read as follows: "The net effect of this provision, it
seems, would be to lend flexibility to the fixed percentages required by
Section 179. So Section 203 may be employed for effectuation of a plan
where less than the required acceptances of a class are obtained, to meet
which emergency clauses 7 and 8 of Section 216 are incorporated, with
the result of having an accepted plan."
On page 60 in the seventh line, read "usury" in place of "forgery."
